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represented. There are forty-three large leaves inscribed in uncials in 
single columns, and adorned with five painted miniatures representing 
scenes from the gospel history. The gold letters, purple parchment, 
and painted miniatures recall the Vienna Genesis, the Zurich Psalter, 
the Rossano Gospels, and a very few other manuscripts in which one 
or more of these sumptuous characteristics are present. 

M. Omont, with the text in uncial type, printed according to the 
lines and columns of the manuscript, and followed, for greater conven- 
ience of reference, by the text reduced to words and provided with 
accents, breathings, and punctuation. The text is thus rendered per- 
fectly accessible, and the textual evidence of the manuscript is further 
made intelligible by the presentation in the lower margin of the vari- 
ants of the Rossano and St. Petersburg Gospels, the two great purple 
uncials with which it most clearly allies itself in form, probable date 
and source, and type of text. The miniatures, reproductions of four 
of which are given, especially resemble the famous miniatures in the 
Rossano codex. The manuscript was thus probably written in the 
time of Justinian or his immediate successors, under the influence of 
Constantinople, if not in that city itself. But, despite its age, the 
interest attaching to the manuscript is artistic rather than textual, as 
the text preserved in these sumptuous uncials is of little critical value. 

Edgar J. Goodspeed. 
Thk University of Chicago. 

The Text of the New Testament. By K. Lake. ("Oxford 
Church Text Books.") London: Rivingtons, 1901. Pp. 
104. is. 

Mr. Lake's book is the most concise little volume on textual criti- 
cism that has yet appeared. Such a book is clearly intended as the 
merest introduction to the subject. Eleven of its hundred pages are 
devoted to the object and method of textual criticism. An equal 
space is given to the uncials, twice as much to the versions, and there 
are chapters on the history of modern criticism and on the Western 
text. There seems to be no section on Greek palaeography, doubtless 
through limitations of space. Yet into these narrow limits Mr. Lake 
has gathered a great deal on the history, method, and materials of 
criticism. While his English is not always of the smoothest, the book 
is distinctly readable, the difficulty of presenting technical matters in 
a way free from technicality having been pretty successfully met. His 
knowledge is thoroughly up to date, and in the movement toward the 
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Western text he is keenly interested. One misses Professor Gregory's 
name from the index, and his Textkritik, now appearing, from the 
short bibliographical list. Dr. Resch should not be styled professor 
(p. 90), and it is hardly adequate to say that " there are apparently no 
manuscripts extant " of the Philoxenian Syriac (p. 39), unless Pococke 
was wrong about the manuscript now in the Bodleian, and Dr. Hall 
about the Williams manuscript. "Evangeliom dampharsa Mattai" 
(p. 33) should probably be read "Evangelion damepharreshe" [da} 
Mattai " in transliterating the title of the Cureton gospels. But Mr. 
Lake's book is a good one and will help many to an understanding of 
problems and progress in the study of the New Testament text. 

Edgar J. Goodspeed. 
The University of Chicago. 

Das Evangelium der Wahrheit. Eine neue Losung der 
Johanneischen Frage. Von Johannes KreyenbOhl. Erster 
Band. Berlin: Schwetschke, 1900. Pp.752. M. 20. 

Where indefinite time and patience are available it may be worth 
the reader's while to sift these mountains of words. But only the 
author's unquestionable learning and originality can palliate his abso- 
lute imperviousness to the claims of other subjects and other views of 
the same subject on the reader's attention. 

The theory that our fourth gospel is an ecclesiastical loan from the 
camp of second-century Gnosticism, the work principally employed by 
Basilides and Valentinus, and sometimes designated "Evangelium 
Veritatis," adopted, however, with slight changes by Irenseus and later 
fathers as the work of John the Apostle, although in reality a produc- 
tion of Menander, the follower of Simon Magus, has abundant origi- 
nality ; and under the given conditions of our almost entire ignorance; 
of what these Gnostic leaders really taught, and our author's very 
remarkable familiarity with the sources, skilfully and ingeniously 
employed to prove the representations of Ignatius, Irenseus, and Hippo- 
lytus mere ignorant caricatures of the more mystical and spiritual con- 
ceptions of Gnostic Christianity, it admits even of a certain approxima- 
tion to plausibility. Unfortunately, to Dr. Kreyenbiihl "criticism" means- 
no more than ingenuity, and "demonstration " than plausibility. Hence 
these mountains of baseless special pleading, while such prodigious 
objections as are involved in the assumption that 1 John is not only 
from a different hand, but an actual polemic against the gospel, are 
passed over as trifles, that we may be hurried on to inferences and corol- 
laries from opinions that are far from having won our assent. 



